Calendar No. 2867 


BATH CONGRESS ! SENATE { REPORT 
2d Session No. 2821 


LOUIS S. THOMAS AND D. GRACE THOMAS 
JuLy 27, 1956.—Ordered to be printed 


Mr. EaAsTLAND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted the 
following 


REPORT 


(To accompany S. 157] 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to which was referred the bill 
(S. 157) for the relief of Louis S. Thomas and D. Grace Thomas, 
having considered the same, reports favorably thereon, with an amend- 
ment, and recommends that the bill, as amended, do pass. 


AMENDMENT 


On page 2, line 4, strike out ‘‘in excess of 10 per centum thereof”, 


PURPOSE OF AMENDMENT 


The purpose of this amendment is to have the bill conform with 
past action of the Judiciary Committee relating to attorneys’ fees. 


PURPOSE OF LEGISLATION 


The purpose of the proposed legislation, as amended, is to authorize 
and direct the Secretary of the Treasury to pay, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Louis S. Thomas and 
D. Grace Thomas, of Deep River, Conn., the sum of $2,000 and 
$8,000, respectively, in full settlement of their claims against the 
United States for compensation for personal injuries and expenses 
incurred by them as a result of an accident involving a vehicle owned 
by the United States Navy. 


STATEMENT 


On May 9, 1946, Louis S. Thomas and D. Grace Thomas were 
roceeding in a southerly direction in his Buick automobile when a 
avy truck operated by Thomas E. Jansen, a member of the United 


States Navy, driving in the opposite direction, collided with the 
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Buick automobile. 'The Navy truck at the time of the accident was 
traveling at an excessive speed, and after the impact veered to the 
left or westerly side of the highway and continued to an open lot 
where it overturned on its right side about 15 feet from the edge of 
the road. The Navy driver, in a signed statement, has expressed 
the view that he must have gone to sleep, as he remembered nothing 
until he was crawling out of the truck. As a result of the accident, 
the driver of the Navy vehicle was given a deck court for operating 
a Navy vehicle in a careless and imprudent manner, thereby causing 
an accident. The accused entered a plea of guilty and was convicted 
of the charge. 

In the accident the Navy truck was damaged to the estimated 
amount of $700, while the Buick sedan owned by Mr. Thomas sus- 
tained sm: ashed fenders, grill, radiator, wheel, auxiliary door, bent top, 
damaged engine, and other undetermined damage. 

Mrs. Thomas suffered lacerations of the forehead, nose, and head. a 
sprained left wrist, contusions of both legs and lacerations of the right 
thigh. She was hospitalized for a period of 10 days following the 
accident. 

On April 25, 1947, claimants filed two suits against the United 
States under the Federal Tort Claims Act in the United States District 
Court for the District of Connecticut. The n was presented with 
evidence in this suit that the driver of the Navy vehicle was accom- 
panied by two other members of the naval service, who with the 
driver had been assigned to stand guard over a cr: ashed plane until 
relieved. However, at about 11:30 that night - three men left the 
Navy plane unguarded and proceeded in the Navy vehicle, which 
was lawfully in their possession at the time, toward Middletown, 
Conn., for the purpose of getting coffee and sandwiches. It was while 
on this quest for food and drink that the accident in which Mr. and 
Mrs. Thomas were injured occurred. 

The United States District Court for the District of Connecticut 
held for the United States in the two suits brought under the Federal 
Tort Claims Act for the reason that the Navy personnel involved in 
the accident were not acting within the scope of their employment. at 
the time of the accident. No appeal was taken from this judgment. 

The Department of the Navy in its report on this legislation inter- 
poses no objection to the granting of equitable relief “should the 
Congress deem such action appropriate.” The report of the Depart- 
ment of the Navy discloses that an equitable compromise of the two 
suits in the district court was considered in the amount of $7,500. 
Claimants alleged that this compromise had the approval of the 
United States attorney, but that it was rejected by the Justice Depart- 
ment in Washington, D. C. 

The committee after considering the facts just related together with 
the data attached to this report, "which data is made a part thereof, 
takes the view that S. 2230 as amended should be favorably reported, 
and thus here reports the bill. 
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it was DEPARTMENT OF THE Navy, 
to the OFFICE OF THE JUDGE ÅDVOCATE GENERAL, 
en lot Washington 25, D. C., August 20, 1953. 
lge of Hon. WILLIAM LANGER, 
ressed Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, 
thing United States Senate, Washington 25, D. C. 
ident, My Dear Mr. Cratrman: Reference is made to your letter of 
rating July 1, 1953, to the Secretary of the Navy requesting comment on 
using S. 2230, a bill for the relief of Louis S. Thomas and D. Grace Thomas. 
victed The purpose of the bill is to authorize and direct the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
nated appropriated, to Louis S. Thomas and D. Grace Thomas, of Deep 
3 sus- і River, Conn., the sum of $2,000 and $8,000, respectively, in full 
t top, І satisfaction of their claims against the United States for compensation 
4 for personal injuries sustained and for reimbursement of expenses 
'ad. à E incurred by them, as a result of an accident which occurred on May 
right 9, 1946, * when the automobile in which they were riding was struck 
g the I by a United States Navy station wagon which was being operated 
Р by a naval enlisted man who had fallen asleep while driving.” 
nited : 'The records of the Department of the Navy disclose that on May 9, 
striet - 1946, a naval aircraft based at the naval auxiliary air station, Charles- 
with town, R. I., made a forced, wheels-up landing in an open field at 
com- ) Hazenhurst in the town of Hadden, Conn., 10 miles south of Middle- 
1 the i town, Conn. It was impracticable to move men and equipment to 
until the scene of the crash on that day as the removal of the aircraft 
t the : could not be accomplished before darkness. Accordingly, three men 
rhich : were detailed to the scene of the crash to post and maintain a watch 
own, over the aircraft. Max Eugene Biddix, aviation machinist’s mate, 
while first class, United States Navy, was in charge of this detail. The 
апа other two men were Thomas Elmer Jansen, aviation machinist’s mate, 
: third class, United States Naval Reserve, and John T. O'Brien, 
ticut aviation machinist’s mate, third class, United States Naval Reserve. 
deral The detail reached the scene of the crash at about 6 p. m., and at 
ed in approximately 11:30 that night the three men left the Navy plane 
nt at 3 unguarded and proceeded in Navy truck No. 136191 to Middletown, 
nent, E Conn., for the purpose of getting coffee. It appears, however, that 
nter- ; the officer of the day, who authorized the detail, had made arrange- 
the х ments with the messhall for the watch to have sandwiches and coffee. 
part- I While the Navy truck was being operated by Jansen, who was 18 
two vears of age, en route to Middletown, traveling on Route 9, it was 
500. 1 involved in a collision at about 11:50 p. m. with a 1941 Buick sedan, 
the : owned and operated by Louis S. Thomas. The collision occurred 500 
Art- l feet south of the intersection of Route 9 (Saybrook Road) and Ran- 
j i dolph Road, and 3 miles south of the business district of Middletown. 
with : The Navy truck, traveling at an excessive speed, rounded a curve and 
reof, : after crossing the white line, swerved to the left side of the road and 
‘ted, E without warning crashed into the Buick sedan. After the impact the 


Navy truck apparently veered to the left or westerly side of the high- 
way and continued on into an open lot where it overturned on its 
right side about 15 feet from the edge of the road. 

The Navy driver, in a signed statement, expressed the view that he 
must have gone to sleep as he remembered nothing until he was crawl- 
ing out of the truck. The circumstances of the accident were investi- 
gated by the Department of the Navy, and the responsibility was 


SO ee en SR ENR аар. 





"ым 


ME AC ee aa ER ie cR 


Ee. ААА АННАН ТЕСТА ҚАРНЫН 


~~ is = 






i % 
p 
"a 
EA 
3 
n 
$ 


е ы 
Нва аа ЧАЦ 


ИНИ 
А 


deponi tio dm 





4 LOUIS S. THOMAS AND D. GRACE THOMAS 


found to rest on the operator of the Navy truck with no finding of 
contributory negligence on the part of the driver of the private vehicle. 
As the result of the accident, Thomas E. Jansen, AMM3c, United 
States Naval Reserve, the Navy driver, was given a deck court on the 
charge of operating a Navy vehicle “in a careless and imprudent 
manner, thereby causing an accident." "The accused entered a plea 
of guilty and was convicted of the charge. 

n the accident, the Navy truck was damaged to the estimated 
amount of $700. The Buick sedan, owned by Mr. Thomas, was 
struck on the right front side, The damage consisted of smashed 
fenders, grille, radiator, wheels, and auxiliary door, top of car bent, 
ере pushed back, and other undetermined damage. 

{r. Louis S. Thomas, then 52 years of age, was the operator of the 
Buick sedan. Neither the police nor the Navy report of investigation 
indicated that he sustained any personal injuries. His wife, Mrs. D. 
Grace Thomas, then 49 years of age, was shown in the police report 
to have sustained lacerations of forehead, nose, and head; left wrist 
sprained, contusions of both legs and lacerations of right thigh; and 
to have required blood transfusions. She was taken to the Middlesex 
Hospital. 

No claims for specific sums were submitted to the Department of 
the Navy. Under date of April 25, 1947, two suits were filed against 
the United States under the Federal Tort Claims Act in the United 
States District Court for the District of Connecticut. In one suit, 
Louis D. Thomas demanded judgment of $25,000 alleging serious 
injuries, some permanent in character; expenditures for hospital 
and medical care; complete demolition of automobile; deprivation of 
society and companionship of wife during hospitalization and con- 
finement to her home; and incapacity from personal attendance to 
business of the Deep River National Bank in Deep River, Conn., of 
which plaintiff was executive vice president. In a separate suit 
suit filed in the same court, D. Grace Thomas asserted damages in the 
total amount of $50,000 for personal injuries and permanent facial 
disfigurement; damage to personal property; and loss of income while 
unable to attend to her duties as an employee of the Deep River 
National Bank and Deep River National Savings Bank. 

Prior to the trial of these suits Mr. and Mrs. Thomas were examined 
by Dr. C. W. Goff, of Hartford, Conn., on May 11, 1948. Dr. Goff 
reported that Mrs. Thomas had disfiguring scars on her left upper 
eyelid and left frontal region. She also had scars on her lower lip 
and right lower extremity. The report as to Mr. Thomas states 
that his injuries were superficial and he appeared to have recovered. 

On the trial of the cases the judge held that the conduct of the Navy 
personnel involved in the accident, out of which these cases arose, 
was not within the scope of their employment and judgment was en- 
tered for the defendant on April 26, 1950. No appeal was taken from 
this judgment. 

The Department of the Navy has not been furnished any informa- 
tion showing the amount of the expenses allegedly incurred by the 
claimants nor any substantiating evidence such as hospital or medical 
bills, statements as to salary loss, if any, repair bil! for the damages 
to the motor vehicle, ete. Under such circumstances it is impracti- 
cable to establish a satisfactory basis for recommendation as to the 
amount of relief to which claimants might be entitled. In this con- 
nection, attention is invited to the fact that prior to the trial of the 
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two suits in the United States district court, as above described, 
plaintiffs' counsel offered to compromise both suits for $7,500. It 
would appear, therefore, to be a justifiable assumption that. this 
amount was regarded by claimants as adequate compensation for 
their damages. 

In view of the fact that the claimants were injured in an accident 
caused solely by the negligence of personnel of the Navy without any 
contributory negligence on their part under circumstances where it 
has been judicially determined that no legal liability rests on the 
United States, the Department of the Navy interposes no objection 
to the granting of equitable relief should the Congress deem such 
action appropriate. Unless claimants furnish competent evidence of 
a přobative character establishing their damages in a lower amount, 
it is considered that relief, if granted, should not exceed the $7,500 
offered in compromise settlement of their two suits in the district court. 

The Department of the Navy has been advised by the Bureau of 
the Budget that there is no objection to the submission of this report 
on S. 2230 to the Congress. 

Sineerely yours, 
S. B. D. Woop, 
Acting Judge Advocate General 
(For the Secretary of the Navy). 





UNITED STATES SENATE, 
COMMITTEE ON PosrT OFFICE AND CIVIL SERVICE, 
July 14, 1953. 
Senator WILLIAM LANGER, 
Chairman, Judiciary Committee, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Cuarrman: Attention is directed to bill S. 2230 which I 
have introduced for the relief of Louis S. Thomas and D. Grace 
Thomas of Deep River, Conn., in full satisfaction of their claims 
against the United States for compensation for personal injuries 
sustained and for reimbursement for expenses incurred as a result of 
an accident on May 9, 1946, when the automobile in which they were 
riding was struck by a United States Navy station wagon, the driver 
of which, a naval enlisted man, had fallen asleep. 

Attached hereto is a brief prepared by the plaintiffs. I think these 
affidavits are quite comprehensive and tend to point up the miscarriage 
of justice by the failure of the United States Government to render 
prompt, just, equitable, and adequate compensation to this couple 
or damages sustained, and the serious and lasting injuries suffered 
oy them in the accident described therein. It is a matter of record 
that the Department of the Navy, in reporting on a bill introduced 
for the relief of this couple in the last Congress, advised that it would 
"interpose no objection to the granting of equitable relief" should the 
Congress deem such action appropriate. Members of the Judge 
Advocate General's staff of the Navy have indicated that this is still 
the feeling of the Navy. 

However, the Department of the Navy has indicated that inasmuch 
as $7,500 represented the compromised offer in settlement of the claim 
of both of the Thomases whieh was recommended for acceptance by 
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the Department of the Navy prior to the trial of the two suits, the 
amount covered by the bill, in their opinion, should not exceed that 
sum. 

May I point out that that compromise offer in settlement was made 
many years ago and, according to the plaintiffs, it carried with it the 
stipulation that an additional sum of $1,000, to cover attorney’s fees 
and other expenses, be included in the offer. May I, Mr. Chairman, 
offer as additional evidence excerpts from a letter from Mrs. Grace 
Thomas dated June 4, 1953: 

“DEAR : We have also been deprived of the interest on the 
moneys we were obliged to expend at the time of the accident— 
money which we had saved and put away for our son’s college educa- 
tion—also the interest and use of the money we were promised by the 
compromise agreement over 5 years ago, and this item will keep mount- 
ing with each month and year this case is held up. Then, too, you 
realize how much the dollar has been deflated during these years. 
This through no fault of ours. We do not feel, therefore, that we are 
making any unreasonable demands when we ask for the slight addi- 
tional amount of damages to cover lawyer’s fees, doctors’ examina- 
tions, interest lost, and prolonged tension and emotional strain caused 
by waiting 7 years for action in this matter. As a matter of fact, the 
compromise offered and accepted by us over 6 years ago was $7,500 
plus $1,000 to cover attorney’s fees and other expenses. We have 
our attorney’s record of this agreement, and if it was reported 
differently by the United States attorney, Adrain W. Maher, it only 
proves further to me that he was not looking out for our interests 
in any manner whatsoever. 

* As to the large sums quoted in the original suits, these were intro- 
duced by our lawyer and only upon his advice and not our suggestion 
(and against my personal wishes and judgment). It was not known 
at that time what damages might ensue from the accident to my eyes 
and other injured parts. I still do not know what is in store for me 
with a knee that stiffens, aches a great deal even yet, tending to an 
arthritic condition that may cause lameness in later years, and there 
still are permanent scars and torn nerves in my face that will always 
bother. This condition also applies to Louis. We surely do not 
wish to try to extort any unreasonable sum from the Government, 
but if we submit a bill for the $7,500 originally mentioned without 
any provisions for other expenses as were agreed upon, and out of this 
$7,500, pay the lawyers, court expenses, and all other bills incurred 
because of this accident, we will not have gained much in the way of 
compensation for 7 long years of waiting for some redress for damages 
due to an accident in which we were 100 percent blameless, to say 
nothing of the loss of our own money when we needed it very badly. 

“Му doctor advised me this week that the operation which I had 

lanned to have that summer when the accident occurred must be 

one this fall. 'This will now cost considerably more than at that 
time, due to tponement being necessary because of my shocked 
condition at that time and the loss of the money I had saved for the 
operation and used toward the accident expenses, and because of the 
increased hospital rates and doctor's fee, resulting in a further loss to 
us 
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“Sincerely yours.” : 
From this letter of Mrs. Thomas, Mr. Chairman, you will observe 
that in addition to the financial loss and mental anguish directly result- 
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ing from the accident in question, Mrs. Thomas may have done herself 
further and perhaps irreparable harm postponing an operation which 
she had contemplated having in the summer of 1946 but which, be- 
cause of her shocked condition and loss of money she had saved for 
that operation—but which was used toward the accident expenses 
instead—she felt compelled to delay until now when her physician 
insists such action is absolutely imperative. 

There can be no question as to the responsibility of the Government 
in meeting this obligation, and I feel in view of the circumstances set 
forth in Mrs. Thomas’ letter there should be no question but that the 
additional sum called for in this bill, over and above the amount 
previously and earlier agreed upon by the Navy, is justified. 

I hope, Mr. Chairman, your committee may find it possible to give 
early and favorable consideration to this bill. 

Sincerely yours, 
WiLLIAM À. PURTELL, 
United States Senator. 
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SENATE { Rerorr 
No. 2822 


VINCENT P. SVELNIS 
Jur 27, 1956.—Ordered to be printed 


Mr. EasTLAND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted 
the following 


REPORT 
[Yo accompany H. R. 10006] 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to which was referred the bill 
(H. R. 10006) for the relief of Vincent P. Svelnis, having considered 
the same, reports favorably thereon without amendment and recom- 
mends that the bill do pass. 

PURPOSE 


The purpose of the proposed legislation is to pay the sum of $446 
to Vincent P. Svelnis, of Boston, Mass., in full settlement of all claims 
against the United States. Such sum represents reimbursement for 
funds paid out in the settlement of a judgment rendered against 
him in the courts of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, arising 
out of an accident occurring in January 1952, when the said Vincent 
P. Svelnis was operating a post-office vehicle in the course of his 
duties as an employee. 

STATEMENT 


The facts are contained in House Report No. 2048 on H. R. 10006, 
as expressed in a letter from the Post Office Department dated 
April 23, 1956, recommending enactment of this legislation, which is 
hereinbelow set forth. 

The Post Office Department has made a thorough investigation of 
this claim and states that Mr. Svelnis was clearly free of negligence 
in this matter and that it would be unfair that the burden of this 
judgment fall upon Mr. Svelnis, and that the Department recommends 

e enactment of this bill. Therefore, your committee recommends 
favorably on the bill. 
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2 VINCENT P. SVELNIS 


The report is as follows: 


Post Orrick DePpaRTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SOLICITOR, 
Washington, D. C., April 23, 1956. 
Hon. EMANUEL CELLER, 


Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, 
House of Representatives. 

Dear Mr. CuarrMan: Reference is made to your request for a 
report on H. R. 10006, a bill for the relief of Vincent P. Svelnis. 

Mr. Svelnis was the operator of a mail truck which was involved 
in a collision with an automobile belonging to Ethel Orenstein, at 
Boston, Mass., on January 23, 1952. 

The records of this office indicate that the westbound mail truck 
had crossed one-half of an open intersection when struck at the rear 
by the southbound private vehicle and that the Post Office Depart- 
ment was reimbursed for damage resulting to its vehicle by the 
Globe Indemnity Co., insurer for Mrs. Orenstein. 

An administrative claim on behalf of Mrs. Orenstein was not filed. 
Mrs. Orenstein brought a civil action against Mr. Svelnis and secured 
a judgment in the amount of $446 and cost. 

It is the view of this Department that Mr. Svelnis was clearly free 
of negligence in this matter. It would be unfair that the burden of 
this judgment fall upon Mr. Svelnis. Accordingly, this Department 
recommends the enactment of this legislation. 

The Bureau of the Budget has advised that there would be no 
objection to the submission of this report to the committee. 

Sincerely yours, 
(Signed) Ass McGrecor Gorr, 
The Solicitor. 

The committee concurs in the findings of the House and recommends 

the bill, H. R. 10006, to the favorable consideration of the Senate. 
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BATH CONGRESS : SENATE f f REPORT 
2d Session No. 2823 
БЕНЕН e 


JOSEPH J. TIERNEY 
Juty 27, 1956.— Ordered to be printed 


Mr. EasTLAND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted the 
following 


REPORT 


[To accompany H. R. 6283] 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to which was referred the bill 
(H. R. 6283) for the relief of Joseph J. Tierney, having considered the 
same, reports favorably thereon without amendment and recommends 


that the bill do pass. 
PURPOSE 


The purpose of the proposed legislation is to pay the sum of $184.60 
to Joseph J. Tierney, of South Boston, Mass., as reimbursement for 
funds representing a judgment rendered against him in the courts of 
Massachusetts, arising out of an accident on December 29, 1954, 
occurring when he was performing his duties as a chauffeur in the post 
office ong neca Mass. 

STATEMENT 


The facts are contained in House Report No. 1542 on H. R. 6283, 
as expressed in a letter from the Post Office Department dated July 1, 
1955, recommending enactment of this legislation, which is herein 
below set forth. 


Post OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SOLICITOR, 
Washington, D. C., July 1, 1955. 
Hon. EMANUEL CELLER, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, 
House of Representatives. 
Dear Mr. CuarrmMan: Reference is made to your request for a 
"Qn en H. R. 6283, a bill for the relief of Joseph J. Tierney. 
is bill would direct the Secretary of the Treasury to pay $184,60 
to Joseph J. Tierney, Boston, Mass., reimbursing Mr. Tierney for 
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paying out of his own funds a judgment rendered against him arising 
out of an accident which occurred while he was driving a mail truck 
in Boston. 

The records of this Department indicate that in an accident which 
occurred on November 23, 1951, at Boston, Mass., a mail truck and 
a vehicle belonging to one Giacoma Romano were passing around a 
traffic circle at Haymarket Square when all traffic was brought to a 
halt by an officer. When the officer signaled traffic to move again, 
the postal chauffeur started first and apparently caught the front of 
the private car with the front bumper of his truck. Giacoma Romano 
brought suit in State court and recovered a judgment in the amount 
of $135 against Joseph J. Tierney, the operator of the mail truck. 
Court costs and interest added to the amount of the judgment have 
apparently brought the amount which Mr. Tierney М to pay to 
$184.60. 

Since Mr. Tierney was acting within the scope of his employment 
under circumstances which ordinarily would have given rise to a settle- 
ment of Mr. Romano’s claim under the Federal Tort Claims Act, it is 
believed that Carrier Tierney should be relieved from the payment of 
this judgment and costs. 

In view of the foregoing, this Department recommends the enact- 
ment of this legislation. 

The Bureau of the Budget has advised that there would be no 
objection to the presentation of this report to the committee. 

Sincerely yours, 
Ape McGrecor Gorr, The Solicitor. 


The committee concurs in the findings of the House and recommends 
the bill, H. R. 6283, to the favorable consideration of the Senate. 
Other data contained in the House report is attached hereto. 


House oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
OFFICE OF THE MAJORITY LEADER, 
Washington, D. C., July 7, 1955. 
Mr. Warrer R. LEE, 
Legislative Assistant, Committee on the Judiciary, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear WarTER: I enclose documents in support of H. R. 6283, my 
bill for the relief of Joseph J. Tierney. 

As you know, the Post Office Department has submitted a favorable 
report on this proposed legislation, and I shall appreciate it if you will 
bring this to the attention of the chairman of the subcommittee han- 
dling claims, urging early action thereon, so that I may bring H. R. 
6283 up on the floor of the House at the first opportunity thereafter. 

With kind regards, I am 

Sincerely yours, 
Jon ҮҮ. МсСовмаск. 
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JOSEPH J. TIERNEY 


‘Gracomo Romano v. Josgeu T. TIERNEY 
(Superior Court No. 461509) 


COMMONWEALTH. OF MASSACHUSETTS, 
Suffolk, ss: 

I hereby certify that the above-entitled action was made returnable 
to and entered in this court on the first Monday of April A. D. 1952, 
by writ bearing date the 19th day of February, in said year. 

That.said action was continued from time to time unto the 30th 
day of December 1954, when on said day, court found for the plaintiff 
and assessed damages in the sum of $135. 

I further certify that on the 24th day of January A. D. 1955, judg- 
ment was сімен: for the plaintiff in the sum of $158.80 damages, and 
costs of suit taxed at $25.80. 

Execution issued January 25, 1955. 

Witness my hand and the seal of said superior court, at Boston in 
said county and Commonwealth, this 18th day of May A. D. 1955. 

[SEAL] Francis P. Concannon, 
Assistant Clerk. 


Sourn Boston, Mass., May 18, 1956. 


Hon. Joun W. McCormack, 
Majority Leader, House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Str: As one of your constituents, and in rur to your recent 
letter, I wish to say I am thankful to you for starting legislation to re- 
imburse me for $184.60 which was a judgment against me, for an 
— in which a United States Me truck I was driving was in- 
volved. 

I have been driving since 1916. I have been a mail-truck driver for 
the United States post office, in Boston for over 35 years, of faithful 
service, and am still driving. 

This is how the accident happened: On November 23, 1951, at 
10:30 a. m., I was driving the Government United States mail truck, 
in the course of my employment, around the rotary traffic, which was 
heavy, at Haymarket Square, Boston, Mass. While going slow, about 
3 or 4 miles per hour, the other car, a pleasure car, which was to my 
rear and to my left, hooked his right front bumper under my left rear 
fender. About a foot of his bumper broke off on his right side. Мо 
other damage to his car. This damage, I estimate should have been 
welded for $10 at the most. 

However, the other driver, a Mr. Romano, unjustly sued me 
for $300. 

Even though the court found a judgment against me on December 
29, 1954, for $184.60, I was and am thoroughly convinced the court 
decision against me was unjust. This was the first time in my life 
I was ever brought into court. : 

I understand Mr. Romano, the other driver involved, just had 
his license restored at the time of the accident, after having it sus- 
pended for being an improper person to drive. 













r 
i 
| 
I 
3 
= 
| 





4 JOSEPH J. TIERNEY 


I was not in or the least way respotisible for this accident. 
This was a fraudulent, fake and framed-up case against me. I am 
very thankful to you for youf interest and help. 

Sincerely yours, 
JosePH J. TiEkRNEF, 
MASSACHUSETTS, 
Suffolk County: 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 18th day of May 1955, at 

Boston, county of Suffolk, Mass. 


[SEAL] KaTHLEEN M. Foünr, Notary Public. 
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